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Art Unit: 2161 

This is in response to Application filed on June 30, 2003 in which claims 1-81 are 
presented for examination. 

Status of Claims 

Claims 1-81 are pending. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

The information disclosure statement filed on February 03, 2006 is in compliance 
with the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .97, 1 .98 and MPEP § 609. It has been placed in the 
application file and the information referred to therein has been considered as to the 
merits. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-3, 27-28 and 48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 

as being indefinite forfaiting to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 

matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding claim 1, the phrase "a special name that can be computed" renders 
the claim indefinite because it is unclear as to what a "special name" constitutes of or 
what is required for a name to be special. Also, the claimed language "that can be 
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computed" is indefinite because there will be time when "a special name" might not be 
computed. Therefore, the aforementioned claimed feature renders the claim vague 
and indefinite. Further, the phrase "the solution can be discovered" renders the claim 
indefinite because it is unclear as to what the result will be when a solution cannot be 
discovered. Therefore, because of this uncertainty, the aforementioned claimed feature 
renders the claim vague and indefinite. 

Regarding claim 2, the phrase "the data file can be discovered" renders the claim 
indefinite because it is unclear as to what the result will be when data file cannot be 
discovered and deployed. Therefore, because of this uncertainty, the aforementioned 
claimed feature renders the claim vague and indefinite. 

Regarding claim 3, the phrases "data can be received" and "data file can be 
viewed" renders the claim indefinite because it is unclear as to what the result will be 
when data file cannot be received or "data file cannot be viewed". Therefore, because 
of this uncertainty, the aforementioned claimed feature renders the claim vague and 
indefinite. 

Regarding claim 27, the phrase "a manifest of all files that can be used" renders 
the claim indefinite because it is unclear as to what the result will be when the manifest 
of the file cannot be used. Therefore, because of this uncertainty, the aforementioned 
claimed feature renders the claim vague and indefinite. 
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Regarding claim 28, the phrase "a special name that can be computed" renders 
the claim indefinite because it is unclear as to what a "special name" constitutes of or 
what is required for a name to be special. Also, the claimed language "that can be 
computed" is indefinite because there will be time when "a special name" might not be 
computed. Therefore, the aforementioned claimed feature renders the claim vague 
and indefinite. Therefore, because of this uncertainty, the aforementioned claimed 
feature renders the claim vague and indefinite. 

Regarding claim 48, the phrase "a special name" renders the claim indefinite 
because it is unclear as to what a "special name" constitutes of or what is required for a 
name to be special. Thus, this uncertainty renders claim 48 vague and indefinite. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-2 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Hawley et al. U.S. Patent no. 6,192,367. 



As per claim 1 , Hawley et al. disclose "a solution for a data file, the data file 
having a hierarchical arrangement of a plurality of nodes, each said node each having a 
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structure" (See Hawley et al. Col. 5, lines 29-64), and wherein the solution comprises: a 
special name that can be computed from a solution identifier in the data file, wherein the 
solution can be discovered for deployment by using the special name when executed in 
conjunction with an opening of the data file" (See Hawley et al. Figure 3; Col. 4, lines 
29-50). Hawley et al. disclose the claimed features of "a presentation application which, 
when executed in conjunction with the opening of the data file, displays data in the data 
file in a plurality of data-entry fields in an electronic form, wherein the plurality of data- 
entry fields of the electronic form are mapped to a corresponding plurality of the nodes 
of the data file" (See Hawley et al. Figure 4; Col. 4, line 51-Col. 6, line 5; Col. 2, lines 9- 
26; Col. 1, lines 47-64). 

As per claim 2, most of the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 1. Applicant's attention is directed to the rejection of claim 1 above. 
In addition, Hawley et al. disclose the claimed feature "wherein the solution for the data 
file can be discovered and deployed without user interaction by an electronic forms 
application executing on a computer that is configured to discover and deploy the 
solution of the data file" as described in the specification Page 9, paragraph 0027 "a 
solution file contains presentation and logic applications. The presentation and logic 
applications of a solution file declaratively define aspects a data file such as its 
elements, attributes, and values. The elements, attributes, and values that are 
declaratively defined can include a schema for the data file, one or more views that can 
be used for viewing and entering data in the data file". Hawley et al. disclose data files 
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having elements, attributes, and values that are used as file structure information to 
open a file without user interaction (See Hawley et al. Col. 4, lines 29-51 ). Therefore, 
the claimed feature of "the solution for the data file can be discovered and deployed 
without user interaction by an electronic forms application executing on a computer that 
is configured to discover and deploy the solution of the data file" is clearly met by 
Hawley et al. 

As per claim 27, most of the limitations of this claim have been noted in the 
rejection of claim 1 . Applicant's attention is directed to the rejection of claim 1 above. In 
addition, Hawley et al. disclose the claimed feature of "a manifest of all files" as a 
display that reveals all the files (See Hawley et al. Figures 6 and 8; Col. 6, line 49-Co. 7, 
line 67; Col. 8,line 25-Col. 9, line 4); "representing the data file in the electronic form" 
(See Hawley Figures 3-6 and 8 and corresponding text); "allowing a user in input data 
into the data-entry fields" and "validating the data that the user inputs into the data-entry 
fields" through a user interface which accepts inputs and commands (See Hawley et al. 
Figure 1 ; Col. 2, line 65-Col. 3, line 45). Note that, Hawley et al. provides an apparatus 
comprises a window displayable on the monitor and the window comprising a view of 
the data fields, the view indicating editable data fields with an indication derived form 
the data structure information (See Hawley et al. Col. 2, lines 14-17). The indication 
derives form the data structure information is part of the methodology in Hawley to 
validate input data. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 3, 4-26, 28-81 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hawley et al. U.S. Patent no. 6,192,367 in view of Prichard US 2003/0025732 A1 

As per claims 3, 29, 39, 42, 48, 76 and 79 most of the limitations of these claims 
have been noted in the rejection of claims 1-2 and 27. Applicant's attention is directed 
to the rejection of claims 1-2 and 27 above. 

It is noted, however, although Hawley et al. did disclose a solution for a data file; 
he did not specifically detail a solution for a structured markup-language document. On 
the other hand, Prichard achieved the claimed feature of a solution for a structured 
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markup language document by providing a system and a method for providing 
customized graphical user interfaces and/or screen layouts in a computer system. In 
accordance with the preferred embodiment, a web browser is nested in an application 
and used to convert internally generated HTML text files into displayed graphical user 
interfaces. Aspects of the application user interface are defined in one or more XML text 
files, which are primarily data files, although they contain what may be considered 
source code. To define a user interface, the XML text file(s) contain a sufficient 
definition of the data format, relative location on the screen, presentation format, and 
application data identifier(s) for each display field. For example, each file could define a 
dialog box or a tab in a dialog box. In accordance with the preferred embodiment, the 
user selects a user interface, which the application software uses to select a user 
interface definition file. The application loads the selected user interface definition file (a 
text file in XML format) and populates it with the current application data. Then the 
application opens a dialog and in the dialog opens a web browser. The dialog selects 
the general layout by selecting an HTML general layout text file from the user interface 
definition files. The retrieved XML and HTML text files are templates, which need to be 
filled in. The in-memory representation of these files is accomplished using software 
that supports the DOM interface. One portion of the user interface generation software 
populates the XML file with the current application data using a DOM. Another portion of 
the user interface generation software, i.e., scripting software, converts the populated 
XML DOM to HTML and then uses the resulting HTML text to fill in the selected HTML 
template. The end result is an HTML-based graphical user interface in the web browser. 
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In accordance with the preferred embodiment of the invention, the user can edit the 
current application data by interacting with the graphical user interface, invoking DHTML 
events that are handled by scripting software. This provides a dynamic editing 
environment in which the user can edit freely (See Prichard Page 1 , Sections 0016- 
0019). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the data file editor of Hawley et al. by incorporating the structured 
markup languages methodologies of Prichard. The advantages are; the addition of new 
general user interface layout files to the system adds new general user interface layouts 
to the application. The addition of display/edit definition files to the system adds new 
displays/editors to the application. Customization is achieved simply by editing user 
interface definition files (display/edit or general layout). The use of HTML leverages a 
browser's capability to dynamically layout the display based on the general layout, the 
fields to display, and even the language translated text. The use of web technologies 
enables the display of the user interface locally and on a remote computer. Lastly, the 
use of web technologies such as DHTML, XML, XSL, and scripting leverages a 
browser's capability to provide an interactive user interface. 

As per claims 4-26, most of the limitations of these claims have been noted in the 
rejection of claims 1-3 and 27. Applicant's attention is directed to the rejection of claims 
1-2 and 27 above. In addition, as to the aspects of validating data that the user inputs 
into a data entry field, Hawley et al. provides an apparatus comprises a window 
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displayable on the monitor and the window comprising a view of the data fields, the view 
indicating editable data fields with an indication derived form the data structure 
information (See Hawley et al. Col. 2, lines 14-17). The indication derives form the data 
structure information is part of the methodology in Hawley to validate input data. 

As per claims 28, 30-38, 40-41 , 43-47, 49-75, 77-78 and 80-81 most of the 
limitations of this claim have been noted in the rejection of claims 1-2, 4-26, 27, 29, 39, 
42, 48, 76 and 79. Applicant's attention is directed to the rejection of claims 1-2, 4-26, 
27, 29, 39, 42, 48, 76 and 79above. In addition, Prichard disclose the claimed 
limitations of "wherein the data file is written in XML and includes a solution identifier; 
the presentation application is written in XSLT; the electronic form is written in XHTML; 
a special name can be computed from a solution identifier in the data file; and the 
solution can be discovered for deployment by using the special name when executed in 
conjunction with the opening of the data file" (See Prichard Pages 2-4). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Frantz Coby whose telephone number is 571 272 4017. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Saturday 3:00PM-10: 30PM. 



V 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Safet Metjahic can be reached on 571 272 4023. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 




^ FRANTZCOBY 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



March 2, 2006 



